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Propositions of the dissertation 
All that looks grave is not grievous 
Not all those who wince are in pain 
Studies in furtherance of validity assessment 
 
1. The best clinical judgment is often the decision to refrain from clinical 
judgment. (Chapter 1) 
 
2. Antisocial features are largely irrelevant to validity assessment, even 
if the relation between antisocial features and assessment validity 
would be strong. (Chapters 2 and 3) 
 
3. Conflating the presumption of innocence and the assumption of 
honesty is a flagrant error in clinical assessments. (Chapter 4) 
 
4. Employing a validity test as a catch-all device is a far-reaching fallacy 
in validity assessment. (see Chapter 5) 
 
5. Best clinical practice guidelines that neglect validity testing are 
defective. (Chapter 6) 
 
6. Subverted assessment validity is invariably a consequence of 
deception of some sort; patients are either deceiving others, deceiving 
themselves, or deceiving others and themselves. (Chapter 6) 
 
7. Validity assessment is cost-effective; its costs are effectively covered 
by the savings it causes. (Valorization addendum) 
 
8. The difference between competent psychologists and incompetent 
psychologists is not that the former can detect deception any better 
than the latter; it is that the former acknowledge that their ability to 
detect deception is limited, whereas the latter deceive themselves into 
believing that they can smell a lie when they hear one.  
 
9. In order to take patients seriously, one has to question the nature of 
their symptoms; therefore, disregarding validity assessment is 
tantamount to disrespecting patients.  
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